
EPA Rcgim Vm Headquarters, h v a r ,  CO, Juniper Room 
March 27,1995 
9:OO AM - 10:45 AM - 

Meeting Summary: 

Ir;he meeting began at 9:00 AM. 

WWun Fit& explaintd tbat the purpose of the meeting ww to give EPA llnd CDPHE an initial 
opportunity to commant on tht Drafl OU15 Proposed Plan, datcd March 21, 1995. Artw, 
I)uran stated that he wanted tho meeting to be an informal mview of the Proposed Plan, focusing 
on big-ticket itcms. All paaieS agreed that this wa8 appropriate and began to review the 
Proposed plan document, & v d  eJitotial changes were propoged on the first page. 

Arturo Duranasked DOE to psedthcfr  ~dtnstanding of w h t  wu going ta bc dono fur 
OU15. WiUiam Pitch -lied that DOE was pursuing a CAWROD for OU15 undcr the No 
Action altetnativc. Dennis Schubbc added that Por No Aciim, the AIRARS need to be met, with 
the ultimate goal of protecting human health and the envirom.  

Artun, Duran agreed that no cfcanup action was necessary for OU15, hut that tha radiological 
control program must coutiuw to be implcmented until final disposition of the buildings. He 
stated that this WBS diffkmt from a No Action decision. He added tbat EPA would complete 
a CADmOD instead of an JMARA, but thnt the CAD/ROD needed to include the use of 
institutional controls. Arturo Duran explained that tbe dccision could then be revisited ulzdcr 
the 5-year mview pmvhim. TIC said that if DOE devlarwl from this path, then Om5 would 
p#Jd to go back to a IM/IRA. 

William Fitch asked the meeting participants to mu,! the information box in tbe Proposcd Plan 
titled, "The Radiological Co-1 -ram." Carl Sprag explained that the institutional comb 
quested by EPA were alrtady establisbd by Fcdd law and DOE O&n. He dso said tbat 
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the Propostd Plan should indicatc that the radiological c o n ~ l  program alrcady exists and is not 
a new raqulrement. He added that the six OUlS IHSSs we= reiuiy far RCRA closm. Arturo 
Dutcm stated that €PA did not q d n  DOE'S ~ i o l o g i c a l  c0-i protocols or their 
commitmentto impbentins and mahtainingthem. 

William Ftch stated that DOE had a probIem with the use of the term "insthtional amtrols," 
andsakediftheterm" admbMdve  controls" could be uscd instead. Arbvo Duran responded 
that ifthe controls were Simpty an issue of papwork, it would be appropriate, but since the 
mdological control program also involved physical controls it was not. William Pitch said that 
he would need to take this issue back to DOBmanagement. Arum Duratr said that Prader 
Lockhut Wnot had a problem with the UBC of hstitutional controls during the January OUlS 
mtbg hdd al CDPIiB. Rich Ray summuized * that this was a management fssuc &bat wId not 

P r o p o s e d P b d ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ .  
he -1Vd JUri0gthe-8, dSIlseSted that the a-S proceed with tfie E V @  Of the 

Arturo Duran a&cd abwd how the radiologid screening wits pcrformtd for the six OU15 
IHSSs in thc WRI Repon. Roland Ha and Denais Schubbe explained the Comcrvative 

procwi, highHghting the 89sumptio118 and tnethodoIogy used. Arturo Duran said he 
would llcod to go back to the RFYRI Repan to rtvicw the scree- data. IIc suggested that, 
perhapa, a No Action decision under CERCLA would be appropriate for five of tht OU15 MSSs 
(excluding IHSS 204, the original UraaiUm Chip Roaster). He adrltxl that if thew MSSs did 
not pose an unacceptable risk to workers, tberr institutional controls would not be m s r u y .  
Artm Duran indicated that No Actlon under RclM and CERCLA could be applied to lliSS13 
178,179,180,211 and 217. IHSS 204 meets the RCIW closute mquirements , and woufd only 
nuxi to contisw to be addxesswl with resptc( to CERCLA. 

Atftuu Dum asked whar tdggered the implwnentation of the protocols associated with the 
radiological control program, W i l l h  Pitch and Dennis Schubbe jtscrr'bed the use of 
radiological m e y s  and dat ion work pcrmitS. William Fitch mentioncd that tht Chip Roaster 
could be split out of OU15, allowing the remaiaing five MSSs to proceed with a No Action 
decision. Dennis Schubbc indicated that deferring JllSSs into a I)&D category had been done 
fur some of tht Indust& Arcs OUs. Carl Spnng said tbat the Chip Roasta could still be 
clomd-aut with respect to RCRA. 

Mark Aguilar asked if Atture operatiom in the buildings could impact tho OU15 MSSs. Dennis 
Schubbe rcplfed that fluctuions in radiological lweh could be cxpericnced based on the conduct 
of decontamination cfforts tbraughout the mst of the OU15 buildings. Arturo Duran reiterated 
that he needed to go back and revicw the radiological data and weening rcsults for the five 
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OU15 LHSSs. He stated that if EPA co- with the scrctning xsults, then the No Action 
alternative could be uscd for the five IIISSs. If not, then institutional controls would need tu 
be applied for these IHSSs. 

Arturo Duran asked about tbt potential for later contaminating the IRSSs selected for No Action. 
Rich Ray replied that if rcleases occumd after closure and were not related to operations in the 
MSS, they would be riddressed as a building issue. Aauro Dum agreed that thc: undcr these 
circumstances, the artas would not need tu bc rctvahratod as OU15 XHSSs. 

Arturo hxran suggwtd that it would be useful tu have a pnscntation on the radiological 
smxhg process used d m  the RFI/RI. He added that E A ’ S  risk as.sessmeat group should 
be prcscnt at tbr: meeting. Dennb Schubbe alsu pruposcd inviting EPNs  and CDP”s 
nutiation cxprb. Thc mating was tentatively sckdulcd to be held at EPA on Monday, April 
3, 1995 at 9:OO AM. 

- 
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William F i  summarized FWA’s position by statiq that EPA ww d n g  an institutional 
control CADROD, but would support No Action for all the IHSSe except IHSS 204 if 
wrulantod. Carl S p g  added that IHSS 204 could remain in the Proposed Plan if insdtutional 
controls were spedfi#l for this IHSS. A short discuwion on the project schedule followed, With 
all pardes agreeing that a decision regatdfps milestone dates should be delay#i until after the 
meeting on April 3,1995. Artun, Duran closed the mceting by saying that he felt that DOE, 
EPA and CDPHE WCIC close to agreemat on an approach for OU15, and once this was worked 
out the mnainder of the proccru should go quicktj. 

The meeting adjourned at 10:45 AM. 

3 



Meeting Lodon, Date and The:  

EPA Rc&n Vm Hdquartcn, Denver, CO, Timbedii Room 
Aprtl3,1995 
9:oo AM " 11:40 AM 

Dick H y U  (RTGlDOE) 
Tom Pentemst (CDPHWRCD) 
Richard Ray (EG&G) 
Dennis Schubb (EG&G) 
Carl Spreng (CDPHE) 
Rob Terry (CDPWRCD) 

The m e  began JU 9:OO AM. 

Denats Schubbe wanted to- the Price Anderson Amtdmcnts Act, wbi& was briefly 
discrrssed in ttre Much 27,1995 meedng. Jcny Anderson cxplaincd that Price Anderson acts 
as the to jail OT 'hammer" provision. He alsa noted that other DOE orders arc currently 
beiqg d i b e d  aod that LO CPR 834 should be issued sometime this summrr. 

- 
Arturn Duran began the mecting.by Stating that Mark Aguilar may be taking over the OW5 

* project for €PA. S i  thm were State and EPA pers~nncl a w i n g  the meeting who were 
not familiar with OU15, William Fit& gave a quick synopsis of the project. The focus of the 
meeting then sbifted to the radionuclide SCrtcning process USBd for OU15 and John Haasbeck 
began his preuentatiOn. 

h d n g  this prescntratiOn, many item6 were discussed concerning the IHSSs, RCAa, NCPP, the 
GEN II model, and the level of consenmth in the resultts. Clarification on these issues was 
provided by Kicbatd Ray, Dennis Schubbe, Jerry Andmum, Arturn Dum, Carl Spmg, John 
Haasbeek, and WillEean Pbh.  A copy of John Haasbk'a presentation is attached. 

hitun, I)mrm pmposed that the EPA would like to pursue three items. Th: Arst would con& 
of Clean Closure under RCRA for all six IHSSs. Thc second would be a "Nu Action" decision 
for the thrtc: MSS lucated in Building 881. This "No Action" would not require any 
instituticlnal conmln. The third itan would be to defer any actions at the mahhg three Msss 
(3HSSs 179, 180, and 204) until final dis i t ion  of their mpective buildings. These three 
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